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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant submitted an amendment dated December 4, 2006, wherein claims 1- 
42 remain pending in the application and claims 1-8,11-20,23-27 and 40-42 are 
currently under consideration. Applicant provided remarks for reconsideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6,11-15.19-20,23-25 and 40 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Naderi et al (US Patent No.6, 034,355) in view of Carrillo'325 (US 
Patent No.6, 695,325). 

Regarding claims 1 and 15, Naderi teaches the following elements: 

• A body configured to be moved along a passenger aisle of the aircraft (fig 
1 , element 20) 

• The body including a plastic shell (col 3, lines 31-36) 

• The plastic shell forming a first side (88) portion and at least one of a 
second side portion (94) 

• a top portion (26), and a bottom portion of the body (98) 

• first side portion (88) is spaced apart from the second side portion (94) 
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• the top portion extends between the first and second side portions (86) 

• the bottom portion (98) is spaced apart from the top portion (26) and 
extends between the first (88) and second side portions (94). 

However Naderi fails to teach a cart integrally formed of one piece, 
nevertheless Carrillo teaches a cart integrally formed of one piece. Based on 
the teaching of Carillo, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the galley cart of Naderi 
to be manufactured as an integrally molded one piece plastic shell as in 
Carrillo to keep the cost of manufacturing low, further it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to form the Naderi cart as a one piece integral structure, since it has 
been held that forming in one piece an article which has formerly been formed 
in tow pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art. 

Regarding claim 2, Naderi teaches the following elements: 



• . first side portion (88) 

• top portion (26) 

• second side portion (86) 



Regarding claim 3, Naderi teaches the following elements: 



• first side (88) 



Application/Control Number: 10/813.765 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3618 

• top side (26) 

• second side (86) 

• bottom side (98) 

Regarding claims 4 and 5. Naderi teaches the following elements: 

• a molded portion (col 2, lines 36-52) 

• regarding claim 5, it's old and well known to use rotation molding in the 
one-piece plastic shell which allows formation of much thicker walls and 
stronger corners than injection molding alone, which makes it the 
preferred process 

Regarding claims 6 and 25, Naderi teaches the following elements: 

• an inner skin offset from an outer skin in a double wall configuration (col 6, 
lines 37-62) 

Regarding claims 11-14,19-20.23. 24 and 40 Naderi teaches the following 
elements: 

• a door with an insert molded into a one piece plastic shell (100) 

• at least one hinge attached to the door (col 9, lines 33-37) 

• at least one threaded insert (fig 6A) 

• an interior portion having a first/second interior side (96) 

• plurality of horizontal supports configured to hold food (104) 

• roller means for moving means along a passenger aisle (99) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7-8,16-18,26-27,41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Naderi et al (US Patent No.6, 034,355) in view Saku et ar498 (US 
Patent No.6, 234,498). 

Naderi discloses a one-piece plastic shell with a double wall but lacks the 
teaching of a foam core positioned between the inner and outer skins, however Saku 
discloses a foam core positioned in between the inner and outer skins in (figure 2, 
element 12). Based on the teaching of Saku, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the cart of Naderi 
to include the foam core positioned between the inner and outer walls of the saku so as 
to provide the galley cart with superior insulation in which preserves the food on the 
inside of the cart hot. Further, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to form the inner skin, the outer skin and the 
foam core from the same material, since it has been held to be within the general skill of 
a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the 
intended use. In this case, it would have been obvious to form the elements using the 
same material to reduce manufacturing cost. 
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Response to Arguments 

Regarding applicant's arguments filed December 4, 2006, with respect to claims 
1-8,11-20.23-27 and 40-42, examiner has fully considered applicant's remarks 
conversely are not convincing. In regards to claims 1-6,11-15,19,20,23-25 and 40, 
Applicant argues the rejection of Naderi in view of Carrillo under 35 U.S.C 103 were 
improper because the patent application of Naderi does not disclose a cart for use on 
an aircraft that includes a body configured to be moved along a passenger aisle of the 
aircraft, however 

In response to applicants arguments, the recitation that has not been given 
patentable weight because it has been held that a preamble is denied the effect of a 
limitation where the claim is drawn to a structure and the portion of the claim following 
the preamble is a self-contained description of the structure not depending for 
completeness upon the introductory clause. Therefore, the 103 rejection is proper and 
maintained. 

In response to Applicants argument that there is no suggestion to combine thie 
references, the examiner recognizes that the references cannot be arbitrarily combined 
and that there must be some reason why one skilled in the art would be motivated to 
make the proposed combination of primary and secondary references. However there is 
no requirement that a motivation to make the modification be expressly articulated. The 
test for combining references is what the combination of disclosures taken, as a whole 
would suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art. References are evaluated by what they 
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suggest to one versed in the art, rather than by their specific disclosures. Therefore, the 
103 rejections is proper and maintained. 

In response to applicants arguments that neither of the references disclose or 
suggest a galley cart for use on an aircraft to be moved along a passenger aisle, it has 
been held that a recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is 
intended to e employed does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art 
apparatus satisfying the claimed structural limitations. 

In response to applicants arguments that the reference does not teach a one 
piece plastic shell, the provision of a cart made of a one piece shell would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to form 
the Naderi cart as a one piece integral structure, since it has been held that fonning in 
one piece an article which has formerty been formed in tow pieces and put together 
involves only routine skill in the art. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding claims 11 and 12, Naderi in 
figure 5 clearly shows a door (100) hinged to the cart. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding claims 15 and 24 that defines an inner 
skin offset from the outer skin in a double wall configuration, applicants attention is 
directed to the interior wall (97) discussed and column 8 lines 13-21. 

In response to applicants arguments regarding the horizontal supports see the 
supports/stations (104) clearly depicted in figure 5. 

In response to applicant arguments regarding the use of the of elements formed from 
the same material, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time the invention was made to form the inner skin, the outer skin and the foam core 
from the same material, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker 
in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use. In 
this case, it would have been obvious to form the elements using the same material to 
reduce manufacturing cost. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

De Vogel et al. shows a . food storage cart with thermal wall formed as a one- 
piece structure. 

Miller shows a serving cart. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cynthia F. Collado whose telephone number is 
(571)2728315. The examiner can normally be reached on mon-fri 8-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Ellis can be reached on (571)2726914. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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